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orpiNance [ 19/80

AN ORDINANCE relating to the impoundment of vehicles, amending Sections 11.30.040, 11.30.120,
11.30.160, 11.30.290, and 11.30.320 and adding a section to Chapter 11.30 of the Seattle
Municipal Code.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF SEATTLE AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. The City adopts the legislative findings of Washington Laws of 1998, chapter 203,
section 1.

Section 2. The City Council finds that parking on the public right-of- way is regulated to
promote traffic safety, enhance the smooth flow of traffic and, in certain areas of high demand for
parking such as business districts, to fairly allocate parking spaces among the public by limiting parking
time. Parking is also metered or limited in business districts to facilitate commerce by promoting
frequent turnover for shopping rather than commuter or long-term parking, as well as to generate
revenue from the use of the public right-of-way. Although the great majority of those receiving parking
tickets respond appropriately, some vehicles are repeatedly ticketed for uncontested parking violations
which are then not paid. Not only do such repeated violations defeat the purposes of the parking
regulations, but they also deprive the City of significant revenue. In 1997, vehicles with three or more
delinquent parking tickets owed the City more than $19 million in unpaid fines and penalties, including
$7.5 million accrued by vehicles with 13 or more delinquent parking tickets each. Further revenue is
lost insofar as many of these violations reflect parking at meters that were thus unavailable to drivers
who would have paid for their parking had the space been available. The magnitude and intractability of
this parking scofflaw problem has made it a local situation calling for a solution that will remove these
vehicles from the public right-of-way to allow others to make lawful use of available parking spaces.
Because a substantial number of parking violations are accrued by chronic offenders whose violations
remain delinquent despite efforts by the Municipal Court to collect unpaid fines it is necessary to
authorize impoundment of illegally parked vehicles with multiple outstanding delinquent tickets in order
to effectively enforce the City’s parking regulations.

Section 3. Section 11.30.040 of the Seattle Municipal Code {Ordinance 108200 § 2 (11 30.040),
as last amended by Ordinance 117306 § 3) is further amended to read as follows:
11.30.040 When a vehicle may be impounded without prior notice.
A. A vehicle may be impounded with or without citation and without giving prior notice to its
owner as required in Section 11.30.060 hereof only under the following circumstances:
1. When the vehicle is impeding or is likely to impede the normal flow of vehicular or
pedestrian traffic; or
2. When the vehicle is illegally occupying a truck, commercial load zone, bus, loading,
hooded-meter, taxi, or other similar zone where, by order of the Director of Engineering or Chiefs of
Police or Fire, parking is limited to designated classes of vehicles or is prohibited during certain hours,
on designated days or at all times, and where such vehicle is interfering with the proper and intended use
of such zones; or
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3. When a vehicle without a special license plate, card, or decal indicating that the
vehicle is being used to transport a disabled person as defined under Chapter 46.16 RCW, as now or
hereafter amended, is parked in a stall or space clearly and conspicuously marked as provided in Section
11.72.065 A, as now or hereafter amended, whether the space is provided on private property without
charge or on public property; or

4. When the vehicle poses an immediate danger to the public safety; or

5. When a police officer has probable cause to believe that the vehicle is stolen; or

6. When a police officer has probable cause to believe that the vehicle constitutes
evidence of a crime-or contains evidence of a crime, if impoundment is reasonably necessary in such
instance to obtain or preserve such evidence; or

7. When a vehicle is parked in a public right-of~way or on other publicly owned or
controlled property in violation of any law, ordinance. or regulation and there are ((three-EB3¥¥our (4) or
more parking infractions issued against the vehicle for each of which a person has failed to respond,

failed to appear at a requested hearing, or failed to pay an adjudicated parking infraction for at least
forty-five (45) days from the date of the filing of the notice of infraction.

B. Nothing in this section shall be construed to authorize seizure of a vehicle without a warrant
where a warrant would otherwise be required.

Section 4. Chapter 11.30 of the Seattle Municipal Code (Ordinance 108200, as amended) is
further amended by adding the following section:

11.30.105 Impoundment of vehicle where driver is arrested for a violation of Section

11.56.320 or 11.56.340 -- Period of impoundment.

A. Whenever the driver of a vehicle is arrested for a violation of Section 11.56.320 or 11.56.340,
the vehicle is subject to impoundment at the direction of a police officer.

B. If a vehicle is impounded because the driver is arrested for a violation of Section 11.56.320 D
and the Washington Department of Licensing’s records show that the driver has been convicted one (1)
time of a violation of RCW 46.20.342 or similar local ordinance within the past five (5) years, the
vehicle shall be impounded for fifteen (15) days.

C. If a vehicle is impounded because the driver is arrested for a violation of Section 11.56.320 D
and the Washington Department of Licensing’s records show that the driver has been convicted two (2)
or more times of a violation of RCW 46.20.342 or similar local ordinance within the past five (5) years,
the vehicle shall be impounded for thirty (30) days. , '

D. If a vehicle is impounded because the driver is arrested for a violation of Section 11.56.320 B
or C and the Washington Department of Licensing’s records show that the driver has not been convicted
of a violation of RCW 46.20.342(1)(a) or (b) or similar local ordinance within the past five (5) years, the
vehicle shall be impounded for thirty (30) days.

E. If a vehicle is impounded because the driver is arrested for a violation of Section 11.56.320 B
or C and the Washington Department of Licensing’s records show that the driver has been convicted one
(1) time of a violation of RCW 46.20.342(1)(a) or (b) or similar local ordmance once within the past five
(5) years, the vehicle shall be impounded for sixty (60) days.

F. Ifa vehicle is impounded because the driver is arrested for a violation of Section 11.56.320 B
or C and the Washington Department of Licensing’s records show that the driver has been convicted of
a violation of RCW 46.20.342(1){(a) or (b) or similar local ordinance two (2) or more times within the
past five (5) years, the vehicle shall be impounded for ninety (90) days.
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Section 5. Section 11.30.120 of the Seattie Municipal Code (Ordinance 108200 § 2 (11.30.120),
as last amended by Ordinance 117306 § 7) is further amended to read as follows:

11.30.120 Redemption of impounded vehicles.

Vehicles impounded by the City shall be redeemed only under the following circumstances:

A. Only the registered owner, a person authorized by the registered owner, or one who has
purchased the vehicle from the registered owner, who produces proof of ownership or authorization and
signs a receipt therefor, may redeem an impounded vehicle. A person redeeming a vehicle impounded
pursuant to Section 11.30.105 must prior to redemption establish that he or she has a valid driver’s
license and is in compliance with Section 11.20.340. A vehicle impounded pursuant to Subsection
11.30.040 A7 or Section 11.30.105 can be released only pursuant to a written order from the police
department or a court.

B. Any person so redeeming a vehicle impounded by the City shall pay the towing contractor for
costs of impoundment (removal, towing, and storage) and administrative fee prior to redeeming such
vehicle ((G-exeept-asprovidedforby-subsection-C-ofthis-seetion)). Such towing contractor shall accept
payment as provided in RCW 46.55.120(1)(b), as now or hereafter amended. If the vehicle was
impounded pursuant to Section 11.30.105 and was being operated by the registered owner when it was

mmpounded. it may not be released to any person until all penalties, fines, or forfeitures owed by the
registered owner have been satisfied.

C._The Chief of Police is authorized to release a vehicle impounded pursuant to Section
11.30.105 prior to the expiration of any period of impoundment upon petition of the spouse of the driver,

or the person registered pursuant to Ordinance 117244 as the domestic partner of the driver, based on
economic or personal hardship to such spouse or domestic partner resulting frem the unavailability of
the vehicle and after consideration of the threat to public safety that may result from release of the

vehicle, including, but not limited to. the driver’s criminal history, driving record, license status, and

access to the vehicle. If such release is authorized. the person redeeming the vehicle still must satisfy
the requirements of Section 11.30.120 A and B.

D. ((&)) Any person seeking to redeem a vehicle impounded as a result of a parking or traffic
citation has a right to a ((Munieipal-Court)) hearing before an administrative hearings officer to contest
the validity of an impoundment or the amount of removal, towing, and storage charges or administrative
fee if such request for hearing is in writing, in a form approved by the Chief of Police ((Munieipal
Ceurt)) and signed by such person, and is received by the Chief of Police within ten (10) days (including
Saturdays. Sundays. and holidays) of the latter of the date the notice was mailed to such person pursuant

to Section 11.30.100 A or B, or the date the notlce Was given to such person by the reglstered tow truck
operator pursuant to RCW 46.55.120(2)(a) (

Seetton1-31-050-A-as-new-or-hereatter-amended)). Such hearing shall be provided as follows:

1. If all of the requirements to redeem the vehicle, including expiration of any period of
1mnoundment under Sectlon 11.30.105, have been satisfied, then ((}n—the—eveﬂ{—th-&t—ﬂ&e—pefseﬁ—seekmg-te

Vehlcle shall be released ((%e—saeh—pefseﬁ)) 1mmed1ately and a hearmg as prov1ded for in Section
11.30.160 shall be held within ninety (90) days of the written request for hearing.

2. Hnot all of the requirements to redeem the vehicle, including expiration of any period
of 1mDoundment under Section 11. 30 105. have been satisfied, then ((}n-%h&eveﬁt—th&t—%he—pefseﬂ

the 1mpounded Vehlcle shall not be released ((%e—s&eh—pe;seﬁ)) untﬂ after the hearmg prov1ded pursuant

to Section 11.30.160, which shall be held ((—Sueh-person-shall-have-theright-te-a-hearing)) within two
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(2) business days (excluding Saturdays. Sundays and holidays) (((Menday-throughFriday))) of the
written request ((to-the-eeurt)) for hearing.

3. Any person seeking a hearing who has failed to request such hearing within the time
specified in Section 11.30.120 D ((SME-Seetion11-31-050-A-as-new-or-hereafieramended;)) may
petition the Chief of Police ((Munieipal-Court)) for an extension to file a request for hearing. Such
extension shall only be granted upon the demonstration of good cause as to the reason(s) the request for
hearing was not timely filed. For the purposes of this section, good cause shall be defined as ((ere-33-or
mere)) circumstances beyond the control of the person seeking the hearing that prevented such person
from filing a timely request for hearing ((W%H—MF&S?&%%M@S&G&%H%—%%—%@A—W
er-hereafter-amended)). In the event such extension is granted, the person receiving such extension shall
be granted a hearing in accordance with this chapter.

4, If ((Iﬁ-theeveﬂ%)) a person faﬂs to ﬁle a tim ely request for hearmg and no ((wﬁhm—t—he '

: ait))

extension to file such a request has been granted the nght 1o a hearmg is walved the 1m130undment and

the associated costs of impoundment and administrative fee are deemed to be proper, and ((fersueh
heartng-as-provided-in-this-seetion;)) the City shall not be liable for removal, towing, and storage charges
arising from the impoundment.

5. In accordance with RCW 46.55.240(1)(d), a decision made by an administrative
hearings officer may be appealed to Municipal Court for final judgment. The hearing on the appeal
under this subsection shall be de novo. A person appealing such a decision must file a request for an
appeal in Municipal Court within fifteen (15) days after the decision of the administrative hearings
officer and must pay a filing fee in the same amount required for the filing of a suit in district court. If a
person fails to file a request for an appeal within the time specified by this section or does not pay the
filing fee, the right to an appeal is waived and the administrative hearings officer’s decision is final.

Section 6. Section 11.30.160 of the Seattie Municipal Code (Ordinance 108200 § 2 (11.30.160),
as last amended by Ordinance 115634 § 3) is further amended to read as follows:

11.30.160 Post-impoundment hearing procedure.

Hearings requested pursuant to Section 11.30.120 shall be held by an administrative hearings
officer, who ((i-the-municipal-court-which-eoust)) shall determine whether the impoundment was
proper and whether the associated removal, towing, ((enéd/er)) storage, and administrative fees ((and/er
speetal-fees-charged-in-such-eonnection)) were proper. The administrative hearings officer shall not
have the authority to determine the commission or mitigation of any parking infraction unless a timely
response under Section 11.31.050 A was filed to that notice of infraction requesting a hearing and the
hearing date for that infraction has not passed. in which case the administrative hearings officer has
discretion to consolidate the impoundment hearing and the notice of infraction hearing.

A. At the hearing, an abstract of the driver’s driving record is admissible without further
evidentiary foundation and is prima facie evidence of the status of the driver’s license, permit. or

privilege to drive and that the driver was convicted of each offense shown on the abstract. In addition. a
certified vehicle registration of the impounded vehicle is admissible without further evidentiary
foundation and is prima facie evidence of the identity of the registered owner of the vehicle.

B. ((A<)) If the impoundment is found to be proper, the administrative hearings officer ((eeurt))
shall enter an order so stating. In the event that the costs of impoundment (removal, towing, and storage
(Gand-speeiat-fees))) and administrative fee have not been paid or any other applicable requirements of

Section 11.30.120 B have not been satisfied or any period of impoundment under Section 11.30.105 has
not expired. the administrative hearings officer’s ((-the-eeurt’s)) order shall also provide that the
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impounded vehicle shall be released only after payment to the City of any fines imposed on any ((the))
underlying traffic or parking infraction and satisfaction of any other applicable requirements of Section
11.30.120 B ((estation)) and payment of the costs of impoundment and administrative fee to the towing
company and after expiration of any period of impoundment under Section 11.30.105. In the event that
the administrative hearings officer ((eest)) grants time payments, the City shall be responsible for
paying the costs of impoundment to the towing company. The administrative hearings officer ((eoust))
shall grant time payments only in cases of extreme financial need, and where there is an effective
guarantee of payment.

C. ((B-)) Ifthe impoundment is found to be improper, the administrative hearings officer
((eeuxt)) shall enter an order so stating and order the immediate release of the vehicle. If the costs of
impoundment and administrative fee have already been paid, the administrative hearings officer ((eouzt))
shall enter judgment against the City and in favor of the person who has paid the costs of impoundment
and administrative fee in the amount of the costs of the impoundment and administrative fee.

D. ((&)) In the event that the administrative hearings officer ((eeust)) finds that the impound
was proper, but that the removal, towing, storage, or administrative ((and/erspeetal)) fees charged for
the impoundment were improper, the administrative hearings officer ((eeurt)) shall determine the correct
fees to be charged. If the costs of impoundment and administrative fee have been paid, the
administrative hearings officer ((eeu#t)) shall enter a judgment against the City and in favor of the
person who has paid the costs of impoundment and administrative fee for the amount of the
overpayment.

E. No determination of facts made at a hearing under this section shall have any collateral
estoppel effect on a subsequent criminal prosecution and such determination shall not preclude litigation
of those same facts in a subsequent criminal prosecution.

F._An appeal of the administrative hearings officer’s decision in Municipal Court shall be
conducted according to. and is subject to, the procedures of this section. If the court finds that the
impoundment or the removal, towing, storage, or administrative fees are improper, any judgment entered
against the City shall include the amount of the filing fee.

Section 7. Section 11.30.290 of the Seattle Municipal Code (Ordinance 117306 § 11) is
amended to read as follows: ‘

11.30.290 Contract for towing and storage ~~- Administrative ((lmpeund)) fee.

A. If avehicle is impounded pursuant to Section 11.30.105, an administrative fee ((ef{reservedy
Delars-($-reservedd)) shall be levied when the vehicle is redeemed under the specifications of the
contract provided for by Section 11.30.220.

B. If a vehicle is impounded pursuant to Subsection 11.30.040 A7. an administrative fee ((ef
{reservedDollars{$reserved)) shall be levied when the vehicle is redeemed under the specifications
of the contract provided for by Section 11.30.220.

C. If a vehicle is impounded other than pursuant to Subsection 11.30.040 A7 or Section
11.30.105, an administrative ((A)) fee ((eftreservedyDollars{$reserved)) shall be levied when the
((uper-each)) vehicle is redeemed under the specifications of the contract provided for by ((SME))
Section 11.30.220.

D. The administrative fee shall be collected by the contractor performing the impound, and shall
be remitted to the Executive Services Department in the manner directed by the Finance Director and as
specified in the contract provided by ((SME)) Section 11.30.220 A. The administrative fee shall be for
the purpose of offsetting, to the extent practicable, the cost to the City of implementing, enforcing, and

administering the provisions of this chapter ((Gity*s-tew-eontract-administration-eosts)) and shall be
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deposited in an appropriate account. The administrative fee shall be set by rule by the Finance Director

in an amount not to exceed One Hundred Dollars ($100).

Section 8. Section 11.30.320 of the Seattle Municipal Code (Ordinance 108200 § 2 (11.30.320},
as last amended by Ordinance 117169 § 131) is further amended to read as follows:

11.30.320 Rules and regulations.

The Finance Director and the Chief of Police are ((is)) authorized and directed to promulgate

| rules and regulations consistent with this chapter, the Charter of the City, and the Administrative Code

of the City, to provide for the fair and efficient administration of any contract or contracts awarded
pursuant to Section 11.30.220 and to provide for the fair and efficient administration of any vehicle
impoundment, redemption, or release or any impoundment hearing under this chapter.

Section 9. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force thirty (30) days from and after its
approval by the Mayor, but if not approved and returned by the Mayor within ten (10) days afier
presentation, it shall take effect as provided by Municipal Code Section 1.04.020.

Passed by the City Council the 1h day of ¢8 , 1998, and signed by me in open
47

, 1998.

session in authentication of its passage this s day of ¢

(Seal)




City of Seattle
“@#E¥ paul Schell. Mayor

Office of the Mayor

Septemnber 1, 1998

Honorable Sue Donaldson, President
Seattle City Council

600 Fourth Avenue, 11th Floor
Seattle, WA 98104

Dear Council President Donaldson:

Attached for the Council’s consideration is a proposed ordinance addressing two important and
related problems; drivers who continue to drive despite suspension of their driver’s license and
those who continue to park illegally despite failing to respond to numerous prior parking tickets.
Simply put, existing sanctions for these offenders have proven relatively ineffective and
expensive to enforce. In both cases, we believe the answer lies in impounding the vehicle.

There are about 260,000 drivers in our state with suspended licenses. Many have been suspended
for serious traffic crimes like drunk driving and many more for failure to pay their traffic tickets.
The Traffic Safety Commission estimates that 75% of suspended drivers drive anyway. Worse
yet, many are bad drivers, frequently uninsured. Suspended drivers are disproportionately
involved in accidents and are four times more likely to be involved in a fatal accident than a
licensed driver.

In addition to traffic safety risks, suspended drivers impose huge costs on our criminal justice
system, comprising almost 30% of Municipal Court’s criminal caseload (about 9,000 cases).
More than half of those charged with Driving While License Suspended (DWLS) fail to appear
- for court, leading to arrest warrants and jail. In fact, booking on DWLS warrants is the single
most common reason Seattle Police take people to jail. Add to the more than $1 million annual
- jail costs, the police, prosecutor, court, and public defense costs associated with DWLS and the
fiscal impact is clearly significant.

Last session, the Legislature authorized local governments, within certain parameters, to adopt
ordinances providing for impoundment for a period of time of any vehicle driven by a suspended
driver. The proposal we are submitting for your consideration is the product of an
interdepartmental work group’s efforts over the past few months. A summary of the ordinance is
attached, but there are three simple underlying policy reasons for its adoption. First, “If you
impound it, they will come.” Impoundment is an immediate consequence that most people will
want to avoid and when it occurs most people will do what is required to redeem their vehicles -
such as pay their fines or make alternative arrangements with the court and get relicensed.
Second, it is cheaper and more effective to lock up cars than to lock up people, particularly given
scarce jail beds. Finally, it is simply unsafe to let suspended drivers drive away from the police
with yet another ticket in their pocket to be ignored.

®
660 Fourth Avenue, 12th Floor, Seattle, WA 98104-1873
Tek: (206) 684-4000, TDD: (206) 684-8811, Fax: (206) 684-5360, E-mail: mayors.office@ci.seattle. wa.us
An equal employment opportunity, affirmative action employer. Accommodations for people with disabilities provided upon request.



Council President Donaldson
September 1, 1998
 Page?

We believe Seattle can achieve results comparable to those reported by four California cities one
year after they implemented a similar law. Chronic suspended drivers whose vehicles were
impounded for 30 days had 38% fewer accidents and 22% fewer traffic crimes over the following
year than those who were not impounded. In addition to greater traffic safety, fine revenue should
go up and criminal justice costs down - a winning combination for the taxpayers.

The proposed ordinance also provides for impoundment of illegally parked “scofflaw” vehicles.
Municipal Court reports that of the $31 million in delinquent parking fines owed to the City in
1997, $19 million was assessed against vehicles with three or more delinquent tickets, including.
$7.5 million accrued by vehicles with 13 or more delinquent parking tickets (one with 804
tickets!). And because scofflaws take up parking meter space without paying for it, revenue is
- further reduced. This is not only unfair to others looking for parking, it hurts our busmess districts
- which count on parking turnover to facilitate shopping.

Here again we believe impoundment will change behavior for the better. The impact of being
towed for a parking violation whenever the vehicle already has several delinquent parking tickets
will break the cycle and induce many to pay their tickets or at least stop parking illegally. (Due to

 issues of state law, parking scofflaws [unlike DWLS] will not be required to pay off outstanding
tickets in order to redeem their vehicles, but will have to pay the tow charges.)

The final fiscal analysis of the proposed ordinance will be available in time for the Council’s
budget deliberations, but we are confident that its impact will be at least neutral. Most of the
implementation costs will be recovered through administrative fees paid by the vehicle owner in
order to redeem the vehicle. Anticipated jail cost savings and increased traffic and parking fine
revenue should be sufficient to cover other implementation costs.

Finally, we believe that an important element of this new approach must be public education
~ about the importance of responding to traffic and parking tickets and the consequences of failing
to do so. 'We will be working with the State Traffic Safety Commission, Municipal Court, and the
community to better inform the public about available options for those who receive tickets or
-owe fines and need help meeting their obligations. The one optxon those who continue to ignore
thelr obligations will no longer have is driving their car.

We look forward to working with the Council to pass and implement these proposals. |

Sincerely,
MUQ g/ W W /fz/dﬁ%,_
uI Schell 7 _ Mark H. Sidran

yor , ~ Seattle City Attorney
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SUMMARY OF SUSPENuED DRIVER/PARKING SCOFFLAW iMPOUND ORDINANCE -

Driving While License Suspended (BWLS)

Any vehicle driven by a suspended driver is subject to impoundment. As summarized below, the period of
impound and the requirements for release depend on the degree of suspension (1° and 2° are for serious offenses
- such as DUI, 3° is for failure to pay traffic tickets), the prior record of DWLS convictions in the preceding five
years, and whether the suspended driver is also the registered owner. Prior to release of the vehicle, towing
charges, administrative fees, and, if the driver is the owner, any delinquent traffic fines must be paid or
alternative arrangements satisfactory to the court made. The vehicle may only be released to a person with a
valid driver’s license and insurance.

Current Offense Prior Record Minimum Impound Period*
DWLS 3° None None
One 115 days
: Two or More 30 days
FDWLS 1°0r2° None 30 days
One ’ 60 days
Two or More 90 days

(Sec. 4. 11.30.105). *State law sets maximum impound pcriods; but not minimums. These time periods
correspond to the maximum permitted under state law, except for DWLS 3° with one prior where up to 30 days
is permitted. '

A vehicle may be released prior to the minimum impound period based upon the economic or personal hardship
on a spouse or domestic partner due to the unavailability of the vehicle balanced against the threat to public
safety if the vehicle is released. (Sec. 5. 11.30.120 (C)).

An administrative hearing is available to contest the validity of the impound within two business days of a
written request if the vehicle is still in custody or within 90 days if the vehicle has been released. Due process
and evidentiary standards for the hearing are established. The decision of the administrative hearing officer is
appealable to the Municipal Court. There is no charge for the administrative hearing, but there is a filing fee for
the Municipal Court appeal equal to that for filing small claims (currently $39). If the vehicle owner prevails,
all towing charges (and the filing fee if applicable) are paid by the City. (Sec. 5. 11.30.120 and Sec. 6.
11.30.160). ' _

In addition to towing costs, an administrative fee in an amount to be determined by the City Council is assessed
* against the vehicle to offset City costs of enforcing and administering the ordinance. (Sec. 7. 11.30.290).

Parking Scofflaw

An illegally parked vehicle may be towed if there are at least three delinquent parking infractions against the
vehicle. An infraction is delinquent if at least 45 days have passed from the date it was filed and the person has
failed to request a hearing on the ticket, failed to appear at a requested hearing or failed to pay the ticket. The
hearing process is the same as for suspended drivers. The vehicle may be redeemed by paying the tow charges
and administrative fees. Due to state law, there is no minimum impound period and payment of delinquent
parking tickets is not a condition of release. : :
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Putting more hope into the effort to curb some of the most dangerous drivers
on the road, chronic unlicensed and suspended drivers, a new California
Department of Motor Vehicles study shows that impounding their vehicles reduces
subsequent crashes by 38 percent and traffic convictions by 22 percent.

A. 1895 law allows police to order a 30 day impoundment of vehicles driven
by suspended and unlicensed drivers. DMV statisticians studied the impact of the
law, finding that vehicle impoundment is havmg a significant impact on drivers
long thought unreachable.

“That’s good news for motorists,” said DMV Director Sally Reed. “It means
the roads are safer.” '

Earlier studies estimate that there are about one million suspended and
another one million unlicensed California drivers at any given time. About 75
percent of them drive anyway, causing four times as many fatal accidents as the
average driver.

The study looked at 13,000 drivers from Riverside, San Diego, Stockton and
Santa Barbara. It compared the accident rate for those whose vehicles were |
impounded with a control group of similar drivers whose vehicles were not
impounded. For first-time offenders, the subsequent accident rate fell 25 percent for
those who had a vehicle impounded.

(more)
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The drop was more dramatic for repeat offenders, plummeting 38 percent.
| That represents a highly significant reduction among the émup traffic safety experts
consider the most difficult to change. ' |
The redut:hon for traffic wnvzcnons was snmlar though Iess dramatxe First
time offenders had 18 percent fewer tickets than fxrst timers in the control group.
For chronic offenders the drop was 22 percent. '
Records show that more than 100,000 vehicles were impounded by -

authorities during the first year the law was enforced.
i

websitechitp:/ Jwrww.dmv.ca.gov
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Paul Schell, Mayor
Office of the Mayor

September 1, 1998

Honorable Sue Donaldson, President
Seattle City Council

600 Fourth Avenue, 11th Floor
Seattle, WA 98104

Dear Council President Donaldson:

Attached for the Council’s consideration is a proposed ordinance addressing two important and
related problems; drivers who continue to drive despite suspension of their driver’s license and
those who continue to park illegally despite failing to respond to numerous prior parking tickets.
Simply put, existing sanctions for these offenders have proven relatively ineffective and
expensive to enforce. In both cases, we believe the answer lies in impounding the vehicle.

There are about 260,000 drivers in our state with suspended licenses. Many have been suspended
for serious traffic crimes like drunk driving and many more for failure to pay their traffic tickets.
The Traffic Safety Commission estimates that 75% of suspended drivers drive anyway. Worse
yet, many are bad drivers, frequently uninsured. Suspended drivers are disproportionately
involved in accidents and are four times more likely to be involved in a fatal accident than a
licensed driver.

In addition to traffic safety risks, suspended drivers impose huge costs on our criminal justice
system, comprising almost 30% of Municipal Court’s criminal caseload (about 9,000 cases).
More than half of those charged with Driving While License Suspended (DWLS) fail to appear
for court, leading to arrest warrants and jail. In fact, booking on DWLS warrants is the single
most common reason Seattle Police take people to jail. Add to the more than $1 million annual
jail costs, the police, prosecutor, court, and public defense costs associated with DWLS and the
fiscal impact is clearly significant.

Last session, the Legislature authorized local governments, within certain parameters, to adopt
ordinances providing for impoundment for a period of time of any vehicle driven by a suspended
driver. The proposal we are submitting for your consideration is the product of an
interdepartmental work group’s efforts over the past few months. A summary of the ordinance is
attached, but there are three simple underlying policy reasons for its adoption. First, “If you
mmpound it, they will come.” Impoundment is an immediate consequence that most people will
want to avoid and when it occurs most people will do what is required to redeem their vehicles -
such as pay their fines or make alternative arrangements with the court and get relicensed.
Second, it is cheaper and more effective to lock up cars than to lock up people, particularly given
scarce jail beds. Finally, it is simply unsafe to let suspended drivers drive away from the police
with yet another ticket in their pocket to be ignored.

@

600 Fourth Avenue, 12th Floor, Seattle, WA 98104-1873
Tel: (206) 684-4000, TDD: (206) 684-8811, Fax: (206) 684-5360, E-mail: mayors.office@ci.seattle.wa.us
An equal employment opportunity, affirmative action employer. Accommodations for people with disabilities provided upon request.
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We believe Seattle can achieve results comparable to those reported by four California cities one
year after they implemented a similar law. Chronic suspended drivers whose vehicles were
impounded for 30 days had 38% fewer accidents and 22% fewer traffic crimes over the following
year than those who were not impounded. In addition to greater traffic safety, fine revenue should
go up and criminal justice costs down - a winning combination for the taxpayers.

The proposed ordinance also provides for impoundment of illegally parked “scofflaw” vehicles.
Municipal Court reports that of the $31 million in delinquent parking fines owed to the City in
1997, $19 million was assessed against vehicles with three or more delinquent tickets, including,
$7.5 million accrued by vehicles with 13 or more delinquent parking tickets (one with 804

- tickets!). And because scofflaws take up parking meter space without paying for it, revenue is

- further reduced. This is not only unfair to others looking for parking, it hurts our business districts
which count on parking turnover to facilitate shopping, '

Here again we believe impoundment will change behavior for the better. The impact of being
towed for a parking violation whenever the vehicle already has several delinquent parking tickets
will break the cycle and induce many to pay their tickets or at least stop parking illegally. (Due to
issues of state law, parking scofflaws [unlike DWLS] will not be required to pay off outstanding
tickets in order to redeem their vehicles, but will have to pay the tow charges.)

The final fiscal analysis of the proposed ordinance will be available in time for the Council’s
budget deliberations, but we are confident that its impact will be at least neutral. Most of the
implementation costs will be recovered through administrative fees paid by the vehicle owner in
order to redeem the vehicle. Anticipated jail cost savings and increased traffic and parking fine
revenue should be sufficient to cover other implementation costs.

Finally, we believe that an important element of this new approach must be public education
about the importance of responding to traffic and parking tickets and the consequences of failing
to do so. We will be working with the State Traffic Safety Commission, Municipal Court, and the
community to better inform the public about available options for those who receive tickets or

-owe fines and need help meeting their obligations. The one option those who continue to ignore
their obligations will no longer have is driving their car.

We look forward to working with the Council to pass and implement these proposals.

Sincerely,
Phul Schell 7~ % Mark H. Sidran

M\?yor ‘ Seattle City Attorey
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SUMMARY OF SUSPEEA,ED DRIVER/PARKING SCOFFLA .. IMPOUND ORDINANCE

Driving While License Suspended (DWLS)

Any vehicle driven by a suspended driver is subject to impoundment. As summarized below, the period of
impound and the requirements for release depend on the degree of suspension (1° and 2° are for serious offenses
such as DUIL, 3° is for failure to pay traffic tickets), the prior record of DWLS convictions in the preceding five
years, and whether the suspended driver is also the registered owner. Prior to release of the vehicle, towing
charges, administrative fees, and, if the driver is the owner, any delinquent traffic fines must be paid or
alternative arrangements satisfactory to the court made. The vehicle may only be released to a person with a
valid driver’s license and insurance.

Current Offense Prior Record Minimum Impound Period*
DWLS 3° None None

One 15 days

Two or More 30 days
DWLS 1°0r2° None 30 days

One 60 days

Two or More 1 90 days

(Sec. 4. 11.30.105). *State law sets maximum impound periods, but not minimums. These time periods

correspond to the maximum permitted under state law, except for DWLS 3° with one prior where up to 30 days
is permitted.

A vehicle may be released prior to the minimum impound period based upon the economic or personal hardship
on a spouse or domestic partner due to the unavailability of the vehicle balanced against the threat to public
safety if the vehicle is released. (Sec. 5. 11.30.120 (C)).

An administrative hearing is available to contest the validity of the impound within two business days of a
written request if the vehicle is still in custody or within 90 days if the vehicle has been released. Due process
and evidentiary standards for the hearing are established. The decision of the administrative hearing officer is
appealable to the Municipal Court. There is no charge for the administrative hearing, but there is a filing fee for
the Municipal Court appeal equal to that for filing small claims (currently $39). If the vehicle owner prevails,
all towing charges (and the filing fee if applicable) are paid by the City. (Sec. 5. 11.30.120 and Sec. 6.
11.30.160).

In addition to towing costs, an administrative fee in an amount to be determined by the City Council is assessed
against the vehicle to offset City costs of enforcing and administering the ordinance. (Sec. 7. 11.30.290).

Parking Scofflaw

An illegally parked vehicle may be towed if there are at least three delinquent parking infractions against the
vehicle. An infraction is delinquent if at least 45 days have passed from the date it was filed and the person has
failed to request a hearing on the ticket, failed to appear at a requested hearing or failed to pay the ticket. The
hearing process is the same as for suspended drivers. The vehicle may be redeemed by paying the tow charges
and administrative fees. Due to state law, there is no minimum impound period and payment of delinquent
parking tickets is pot a condition of release.
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ORDINANCE

AN ORDINANCE relating to the impoundment of vehicles, amending Sections 11.30.040, 11.30.120,
11.30.160, 11.30.290, and 11.30.320 and adding a section to Chapter 11.30 of the Seattle
Municipal Code.

BE IT ORDAINED BYS[HE CITY OF SEATTLE AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. The City adopts the legislative findings of Washington Laws of 1998, chapter 203,
section 1.

Section 2. The City Councihfinds that parking on the public right-of- way is regulated to
promote traffic safety, enhance the smgoth flow of traffic and, in certain areas of high demand for
parking such as business districts, to faity allocate parking spaces among the public by limiting parking
time. Parking is also metered or limited ih business districts to facilitate commerce by promoting
frequent turnover for shopping rather than cemmuter or long-term parking, as well as to generate
revenue from the use of the public right-of-way. Although the great majority of those receiving parking
tickets respond appropriately, some vehicles aréyepeatedly ticketed for uncontested parking violations
which are then not paid. Not only do such repeated violations defeat the purposes of the parking
regulations, but they also deprive the City of signifigant revenue. In 1997, vehicles with three or more
delinquent parking tickets owed the City more than §i9 million in unpaid fines and penalties, including
$7.5 million accrued by vehicles with 13 or more delin‘gzent parking tickets each. Further revenue is
lost insofar as many of these violations reflect parking af ‘meters that were thus unavailable to drivers
who would have paid for their parking had the space been‘available. The magnitude and intractability of
this parking scofflaw problem has made it a local situation ¢alling for a solution that will remove these
vehicles from the public right-of-way to allow others to make,lawful use of available parking spaces.
Because a substantial number of parking violations are accruea@by chronic offenders whose violations
remain delinquent despite efforts by the Municipal Court to collect unpaid fines it is necessary to
authorize impoundment of illegally parked vehicles with multipléaoutstanding delinquent tickets in order

%,

to effectively enforce the City’s parking regulations. 5

Section 3. Section 11.30.040 of the Seattle Municipal Code f‘@rdinance 108200 § 2 (11.30.040),
as last amended by Ordinance 117306 § 3) is further amended to read ‘as follows:
11.30.040 When a vehicle may be impounded without priof“fyotice.
A. A vehicle may be impounded with or without citation and without giving prior notice to its
owner as required in Section 11.30.060 hereof only under the following circumstances:
1. When the vehicle is impeding or is likely to impede the normal flow of vehicular or
pedestrian traffic; or
2. When the vehicle is illegally occupying a truck, commercial load zone, bus, loading,
hooded-meter, taxi, or other similar zone where, by order of the Director of Engineering or Chiefs of
Police or Fire, parking is limited to designated classes of vehicles or is prohibited during certain hours,
on designated days or at all times, and where such vehicle is interfering with the proper and intended use
of such zones; or ‘
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3. When a vehicle without a special license plate, card, or decal indicating that the
vehicle is being used to transport a disabled person as defined under Chapter 46.16 RCW, as now or
hereafter amended, is parked in a stall or space clearly and conspicuously marked as provided in Section
11.72.065 A, as now or hereafter amended, whether the space is provided on private property without
charge or on public property; or

4. When the vehicle poses an immediate danger to the public safety; or

5. When a police officer has probable cause to believe that the vehicle is stolen; or

6. When a police officer has probable cause to believe that the vehicle constitutes
evidence of a crime or contains evidence of a crime, if impoundment is reasonably necessary in such
instance to obtain or preserve such evidence; or
n a vehicle is parked in a public right-of-way or on other publicly owned or
controlled pro ert in viplation of any law, ordinance, or regulation and there are three (3) or more

parking infractions 1ssue&ggamst the vehicle for each of which a person has failed to respond, failed to

appear at a requested hearmg? or failed to pay an adjudicated parking infraction for at least forty-five
45} days from the date of thexﬁhn of the notice of infraction.

B. Nothing in this sectltan shall be construed to authorize seizure of a vehicle without a warrant

where a warrant would otherwme%be required.

n‘«\

Section 4. Chapter 11.30 of ﬁle Seattie Municipal Code (Ordinance 108200, as amended) is
further amended by adding the followng section:

11.30.105 Impoundment of veh@cle where driver is arrested for a violation of Section

11.56.320 or 11.56.340" - Period of impoundment.

A. Whenever the driver of a vehicle'i is arrested for a violation of Section 11.56.320 or 11.56.340,
the vehicle is subject to impoundment at the dfrectlon of a police officer.

B. If a vehicle is impounded because the«dmver is arrested for a violation of Section 11.56.320 D
and the Washington Department of Licensing’s reéords show that the driver has been convicted one (1)
time of a violation of RCW 46.20.342 or similar local ordinance within the past five (5) years, the
vehicle shall be impounded for fifteen (15) days. My,

C. If a vehicle is impounded because the driver 1 1& arrested for a violation of Section 11.56.320 D
and the Washington Department of Licensing’s records ShOW that the driver has been convicted two (2)
or more times of a violation of RCW 46.20.342 or similar loca‘%ordmance within the past five (5) years,
the vehicle shall be impounded for thirty (30) days.

D. If a vehicle is impounded because the driver is arrestefi or a violation of Section 11.56.320 B
or C and the Washington Department of Licensing’s records show that the driver has not been convicted
of a violation of RCW 46.20.342(1)(a) or (b) or similar local ordmanca w1th1n the past five (5) years, the
vehicle shall be impounded for thirty (30) days.

E. If a vehicle is impounded because the driver is arrested for a Vlaéatlon of Section 11.56.320 B
or C and the Washington Department of Licensing’s records show that the dtiyer has been convicted one
(1) time of a violation of RCW 46.20.342(1)(a) or {b) or similar local ordmanc% once within the past five
(5) years, the vehicle shall be impounded for sixty (60) days. %

F. If a vehicle is impounded because the driver is arrested for a violation of Section 11.56.320 B
or C and the Washington Department of Licensing’s records show that the driver has Been convicted of
a violation of RCW 46.20.342(1)(a) or (b) or similar local ordinance two (2) or more timies within the
past five (5) years, the vehicle shall be impounded for ninety (90) days.
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Section 5. Section 11.30.120 of the Seattle Municipal Code (Ordinance 108200 § 2 (11.30.120),
as last amended by Ordinance 117306 § 7) is further amended to read as follows:

11.30.120 Redemption of impounded vehicles.

Vehicles impounded by the City shall be redeemed only under the following circumstances:

A. Only the registered owner, a person authorized by the registered owner, or one who has
purchased the vehicle from the registered owner, who produces proof of ownership or authorization and
signs a receipt therefor, may redeem an impounded vehicle. A person redeeming a vehicle impounded
pursuant to Section 1 b, 30 105 must prior to redemption establish that he or she has a valid driver’s
license and is in comnhggnce with Section 11.20.340. A vehicle impounded pursuant to Subsection
11.30.040 A7 or Section11.30.105 can be released only pursuant to a written order from the police
department or a court. %,

B. Any person so redeemmg a vehicle impounded by the City shall pay the towing contractor for
costs of impoundment (remoV@l, towing, and storage) and administrative fee prior to redeeming such
vehicle ((%W%ﬁ“ﬁﬁb&&%&-@ﬂ%ﬁ—&ee&eﬁ)) Such towing contractor shall accept
payment as provided in RCW 46“‘55 120(1)(b), as now or hereafter amended. If the vehicle was
impounded pursuant to Section 11:30.105 and was being operated by the registered owner when it was

impounded, it may not be released to. any person until all penalties, fines, or forfeitures owed by the
registered owner have been satisfied.

C. The Chief of Police is authoﬂged to release a vehicle impounded pursuant 1o Section
11.30.105 prior to the expiration of any Denod of impoundment upon petition of the spouse of the driver,

or the person registered pursuant to Ordinarice 117244 as the domestic partner of the driver based on
gconomic or personal hardship to such spousé.or domestic partner resulting from the unavailability of

the vehicle and afier consideration of the threaﬁ@ public safety that may result from release of the
vehicle, including, but not limited to, the driver’s’eriminal history, driving record, license status. and

access to the vehicle. If such release is authorized. the person redeeming the vehicle still must satis
the requirements of Section 11.30.120 A and B. %,
D. ((&)) Any person seeking to redeem a vehiéle impounded as a result of a parking or traffic

citation has a right to a (Munieipal-Court)) hearing eforg an administrative hearings officer to contest
the validity of an impoundment or the amount of removal towmgl and storage charges or administrative
fee if such request for hearing is in writing, in a form approved by the Chief of Police ((Munieipal
Gourt)) and signed by such person, and is received by the Ch1e§of Police within ten (10) days (including
Saturdays, Sundays. and holidays) of the latter of the date the noﬁce was mailed to such person pursuant

to Section 11.30.100 A or B, or the date the notlce was given to su?}h Derson by the reglstered tow truck

operator pursuant to RCW 46.55.120(2)(a) ((Munieips e

Seetton11-31-050-Aas-now-or-hereafier amended)). Such heanng shail be prov1ded as follows

1. If all of the requirements to redeem the vehicle, 1nclud1hg expiration of any period of
1mpoundment under Sectlon 11.30.105, have been satisfied, then ((I-ﬁ—the-e@eﬁt—-that—ﬂ%e—pefseﬁ-seekmg—te

r-an-rnpounded-vehtelepays-the , A a2e);)) the impounded

Vehxcle shall be released ((te—sueh—pefseﬂ)) 1mmed1ately and a hearmg as prov1ded for in Section
11.30.160 shall be held within ninety (90) days of the written request for hearing. %,

2. Ifnot all of the requirements to redeem the vehicle, including exm‘ﬁatlon of any period

the 1mpounded Vehlc}e shail not be released ((’ee—sueh—pefseﬂ)) untﬂ after the heanng prov1ded pursuant

to Section 11.30.160, which shall be held ((—Sueh-persen-shall-have-theright-to-a-hearing)) within two

of 1mvoundment under Sectlon 11. 30 105 have been satlsﬁed then ((Iﬂ—‘ehe—eveﬂt-that—’éhepefseﬂ
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(2) business days (excluding Saturdays, Sundays and holidays) (((Menday-through-Friday})) of the
written request ((te-the-soust)) for hearing.

3. Any person seeking a hearmg who has faﬁed to request such hearlng w1th1n the time
specified in Section 11.30.120 D ((S 3 ; e ¥

petition the Chief of Police ((M&mer-pa-l—@eaﬁ)) for an extensron to ﬁle a request for hearmg Such
extension shall only be granted upon the demonstration of good cause as to the reason(s) the request for
hearing was not timely filed. For the purposes of this section, good cause shall be defined as ((ene{H-ex.
mere)) circumstances beyond the control of the person seeking the hearing that prevented such person
from filing a timely reduest for hearing ((wﬁhm—ﬂ&&tmae—speerﬁed—n%@%eeﬁer&%&—l—&@%—as—mw
). kip the event such extension is granted, the person receiving such extension shall
be granted a hearmg in aceprdance with this chapter.

It ((}n-%hérweﬂ%)) a person farls to ﬁle at ely request for hearmg and 1o ((wﬁhmuthe
extensron to file such a regueﬁ has been granted, the rlght toa hearrng 18 Warved, the lmpoundment and
the associated costs of 1mnoundggent and administrative fee are deemed to be proper, and ((fer-such
he&Hﬂg—as—pyev*éed—m—fehr—s—seeﬁe@—)) the City shall not be liable for removal, towing, and storage charges

arising from the impoundment. "f\,

5. In accordance with RCW 46.55.240(1)(d). a dec1s10n made by an administrative
hearings officer may be appealed to Mumc:l al Court for final judgment. The hearing on the appeal
under this subsection shall be de novo: A person appealing such a decision must file a request for an
appeal in Municipal Court within fifteeh (15) days after the decision of the administrative hearings
officer and must pay a filing fee in the s&me amount required for the filing of a suit in district court, Ifa

person fails to file a request for an appeal ﬁrthm the time specified by this section or does not pay the

filing fee, the right to an appeal is waived and the admlmstratlve hearings officer’s decision is final.

Section 6. Section 11.30.160 of the Seattle Municipal Code (Ordinance 108200 § 2 (11.30.160),
as last amended by Ordinance 115634 § 3) is further amended to read as follows:
11.30.166 Post-impoundment hearing piaocedure
Hearings requested pursuant to Section 11.30, 120 shall be held by an administrative hearings
officer, who ((ia-the-munieipal-eourt-which-court)) shall determine whether the impoundment was
proper and whether the associated removal towing, ((anid/er)) storage, and administrative fees ((andfor
)) were proper. The administrative hearings officer shall not
have the authority to determine the commission or mitigation of any parking infraction unless a timel
response under Section 11.31.050 A was filed to that notice of.infraction requesting a hearing and the
hearing date for that infraction has not passed., in which case thé. admmrstratrve hearings officer has
discretion to consolidate the impoundment hearing and the notlcéiaof infraction hearing.
A. At the hearing, an abstract of the driver’s drivin recorcfas admissible without further
evidentiary foundation and is prima facie evidence of the status of thé driver’s license. permit. or
rivilege to drive and that the driver was convicted of each offense shown on the abstract. In addition. a
certified vehicle registration of the impounded vehicle is admissible w1th&ut further evidenti
foundation and is prima facie evidence of the identity of the registered ownér of the vehicle.
B. ((A)) If the impoundment is found to be proper, the admrmstratlvergeanngs officer ((eeust))
shall enter an order so stating. In the event that the costs of impoundment (rernoual towing, and storage
((and-speeialfees))) and administrative fee have not been paid or any other anvhc‘able requirements of

Section 11.30.120 B have not been satisfied or any period of impoundment under Seétion 11.30.105 has
not expired. the administrative hearings officer’s ((the-eourt’s)) order shall also provide that the
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impounded vehicle shall be released only after payment to the City of any fines imposed on any ((tke))

underlying traffic or parking infraction and satisfaction of any other applicable requirements of Section
11.30.120 B ((eitation)) and payment of the costs of impoundment and administrative fee to the towing

company and after expiration of any period of impoundment under Section 11.30.105. In the event that
the administrative hearings officer ((eet#t)) grants time payments, the City shall be responsible for
paying the costs of impoundment to the towing company. The administrative hearings officer ((eeuzt))
shall grant time pizxments only in cases of extreme financial need, and where there is an effective
guarantee of paymeﬁ{

C.((B)) If théumpoundment 1s found to be improper, the administrative hearings officer
((eourt)) shall enter an &;‘der so stating and order the immediate release of the vehicle. If the costs of
impoundment and adm;@gtratxve fee have already been paid, the administrative hearings officer ((eoust))
shall enter judgment agam@t the City and in favor of the person who has paid the costs of impoundment
and administrative fee in th& amount of the costs of the impoundment and administrative fee.

D. (&) Inthe event. \that the administrative hearings officer ((eest)) finds that the impound
was proper, but that the removgl, towing, storage, or administrative ((and/erspeeiat)) fees charged for
the impoundment were imprope, the administrative hearings officer ((eeust)) shall determine the correct
fees to be charged. If the costs of‘ampoundment and administrative fee have been paid, the
administrative hearings officer ((ee%&'é)) shall enter a judgment against the City and in favor of the
person who has paid the costs of 1mpoundment and administrative fee for the amount of the
overpayment. E

E. No determination of facts macle at a hearing under this section shall have any collateral
estoppel effect on a subsequent criminal prosecution and such determination shall not preclude litigation

of those same facts in a subsequent cnmmél prosecution.
F. An appeal of the administrative hearings officer’s decision in Municipal Court shall be

conducted according to, and is sub1 ect to, the % ocedures of th;s section. If the court ﬁnds that the

€
against the City shall include the amount of the fﬁgng fee.

Section 7. Section 11.30.290 of the Seattle ﬁummpal Code (Ordinance 117306 § 11) is
amended to read as follows:

Dollars ( $ reserved) shall be levied when the vehicle is rede@med under the specifications of the contract
provided for by Section 11.30.220. 4«
B. If a vehicle is impounded ursuant to Subsection 11 30 040 A7. an admzmstratlve fee of

the contract provided for by Section 11.30.220. *a
C. If a vehicle is impounded other than pursuant to Subsectlomll 30.040 A7 or Section

11.30.105. an administrative ((A)) fee of (reserved) Dollars (Sreserved) shall be levied when the ((upen
each)) vehicle is redeemed under the specifications of the contract prov1dec£ for by ((SME)) Section
11.30.220. _ e,

D. The administrative fee shall be collected by the contractor performmg the impound, and shall
be remitted to the Executive Services Department in the manner directed by the Finance Director and as
specified in the contract provided by ((SM€)) Section 11.30.220 A. The administrative fee shall be for
the purpose of offsetting, to the extent practicable, the cost to the City of implementing, enforcing, and
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administering the provisions of this chapter ((City*s-tow-eontract-administration-eosts)) and shall be

deposited in an appropriate account.

Section 8. Section 11.30.320 of the Seattle Municipal Code (Ordinance 108200 § 2 (11.30.320),
as last amended by Ordinance 117169 § 131) is further amended to read as follows:

11.30.320 ‘Rules and regulations.

The Finance'Director and the Chief of Police are ((3s)) authorized and directed to promulgate
rules and regulations c’ansmtent with this chapter, the Charter of the City, and the Administrative Code
of the City, to provide fd{ the fair and efficient administration of any contract or contracts awarded

pursuant to Section 11.30,220 and to provide for the fair and efficient administration of any vehicle
impoundment, redemptlon, or release or any impoundment hearing under this chapter.

%

Section 9. This ordmance shall take effect and be in force thirty (30) days from and after its
approval by the Mayor, but if notapproved and returned by the Mayor within ten (10) days after
presentation, it shall take effect as mowded by Municipal Code Section 1.04.020.

Passed by the City Council the\k day of , 1998, and signed by me in open

session in authentication of its passage thls ___ dayof , 1998.

\
President’, of the City Council
(a‘h
%‘4

\
,

Approved by me this day of , 1998.
&hﬁ‘%)
%,
Mayor X
\

Filed by me this day of , 1998.

City Clerk %

(Seal) AN




NEW SECTION. Sec. 1. The legislature finds that the license to drive a motor vehicle
on the public highways is suspended or revoked in order to protect public safety
following a driver's failure to comply with the laws of this state. Over six hundred
persons are killed in traffic accidents in Washington annually, and more than eighty-four -
thousand persons are injured. It is estimated that of the three million four hundred
thousand drivers' licenses issued to citizens of Washington, more than two hundred sixty
thousand are suspended or revoked at any given time. Suspended drivers are more likely
to be involved in causing traffic accidents, including fatal accidents, than properly
licensed drivers, and pose a serious threat to the lives and property of Washington
residents. Statistics show that suspended drivers are three times more likely to kill or-
seriously injure others in the commission of traffic felony offenses than are validly
licensed drivers. In addition to not having a driver's license, most such drivers also lack
required liability insurance, increasing the financial burden upon other citizens through
uninsured losses and higher insurance costs for validly licensed drivers. Because of the
threat posed by suspended drivers, all registered owners of motor vehicles in Washington
have a duty to not allow their vehicles to be driven by a suspended driver.
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Affidavit of Publication

The undersigned, on oath states that he is an
authorized representative of The Daily Journal of Commerce, a
daily newspaper, which newspaper is a legal newspaper of general
circulation and it is now and has been for more than six months
prior to the date of publication hereinafter referred to, published in
,n the English language continuously as a daily newspaper in Seattle,
King County, Washington, and it is now and during all of said time
was printed in an office maintained at the aforesaid place of
publication of this newspaper. The Daily Journal of Commerce
was on the 12th day of June, 1941, approved as a legal newspaper
by the Superior Court of King County.

‘The notice in the exact form annexed, was published in regular
issues of The Daily Journal of Commerce, which was regularly
distributed to its subscribers during the below stated period. The
annexed notice, a

CTDRD LL91AE
was published on

LLSB5/ 38

The amount of the fee chargedfor fregoing publication is

the sum of $ , wh"jh Aot thasﬁbc«_:n paid in fuil
™~ RN/ IA

‘ N L i}
{\\ Sub ﬁi@ﬁndfswom to before me on
R S ——y

< ) Ly Rihtic for 't_fné ‘State of Washington,
ernrr e residing in Seattle

Affidavit of Publication






